S7892

Whereas, in September 1944, the crew of
the USS Mason DE-529 helped save Convoy
NY119, ushering the convoy to safety despite
a deadly storm in the Atlantic Ocean;

Whereas, in 1998, the Secretary of the Navy
John H. Dalton made an official decision to
name an Arleigh Burke Class Destroyer the
USS Mason DDG-87 in order to honor the
USS Mason DE-529;

Whereas, in 1994, President Clinton award-
ed the USS Mason DE-529 a long-overdue
commendation, presenting the award to 67 of
the surviving crewmembers; and

Whereas commemorative postage stamps
have been issued to honor important vessels,
aircrafts, and battles in the history of the
United States: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of Congress that—

(1) the United States Postal Service should
issue a postage stamp honoring the crew of
the USS Mason DE-529 who fought and
served during World War II; and

(2) the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com-
mittee should recommend to the Postmaster
General that such a stamp be issued.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1690. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2010 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1691. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1692. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1693. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1694. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1695. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1696. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1697. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1698. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1699. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1700. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1701. Mr. JOHANNS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1702. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
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to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1703. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and
Ms. SNOWE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1390, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1704. Mr. CARPER (for himself, Ms.
COLLINS, and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1705. Mr. NELSON of Florida submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1706. Mr. DORGAN (for himself and Mr.
CONRAD) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1707. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1708. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1709. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1710. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr.
McCAIN, and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1711. Mr. ALEXANDER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1712. Mr. McCCAIN (for himself, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. KAUFMAN, and
Mr. CASEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1390, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1713. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1714. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1715. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1716. Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr.
BINGAMAN, and Mr. KENNEDY) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1717. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Mr.
ISAKSON, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr.
BROWN, and Mr. BEGICH) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1718. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1719. Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Mr.
CORKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1720. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1721. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1722. Mr. BAYH (for himself and Mr.
GRAHAM) submitted an amendment intended
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to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1723. Mr. UDALL, of Colorado sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1724. Mr. UDALL, of Colorado sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1725. Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Mr.
JOHANNS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. DEMINT, Mr.
COBURN, Mr. LUGAR, and Ms. MURKOWSKI)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1726. Mr. NELSON of Florida submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1727. Mr. DEMINT (for himself and Mrs.
SHAHEEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1728. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1729. Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1730. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1731. Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1390, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1732. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1733. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1734. Mr. BURRIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1735. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1736. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and
Mr. BEGICH) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1390, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1737. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1738. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr.
BAYH) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1739. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr.
WEBB, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. VOINOVICH, and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1740. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr.
BENNETT) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1741. Mr. RISCH (for himself, Mr.
CRrAPO, and Mr. BOND) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1742. Mr. THUNE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
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SA 1743. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1744. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. VITTER, Mr. MAR-
TINEZ, Mr. KYL, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr.
NELSON of Nebraska, and Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida) submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1745. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
BOND) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1746. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1747. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
BOND) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1748. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
BOND) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1749. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
BOND) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1750. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1751. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
WEBB) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1752. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr.
BOND) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill S. 1390, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1753. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1754. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1755. Mr. WEBB submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1756. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1757. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr.
LEVIN, and Mr. WEBB) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1758. Mr. REED (for himself and Mr.
WICKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1390,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1759. Mr. CONRAD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1760. Mr. KYL (for himself, Mr. McCON-
NELL, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. SESSIONS,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. VITTER, Mr. DEMINT, Mr.
RiscH, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. BENNETT)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra.

SA 1761. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr.
LUGAR, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. WEBB) proposed
an amendment to the bill S. 1390, supra.

SA 1762. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for herself and
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1390, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
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SA 1763. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1764. Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr.
BENNETT, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms.
CANTWELL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. BURRIS, Mr.
VITTER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. BYRD,
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. WARNER, Mrs.
HUTCHISON, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. CONRAD, Mr.
BROWNBACK, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
BURR, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr.
RISCH, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. BOND,
Mr. BAYH, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr.
FRANKEN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. BEGICH,
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. COCHRAN,
Mr. WEBB, Mr. ENZI, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. CORK-
ER, Mr. KERRY, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG,
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. JOHANNS,
Mr. COBURN, Mr. LUGAR, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr.
TESTER, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. KAUFMAN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1390, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1765. Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, and Mr. DoODD) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1766. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1390, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1690. Mr. INHOFE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1390, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2010 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle D of title VIII, add
the following:

SEC. 838. ADVANCED WATER PURIFICATION SYS-
TEMS.

(a) FINDING.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) Water is often the limiting factor in the
length of a military mission.

(2) Military forces in the field require new
technologies to help extend mission dura-
tion.

(3) Military forces must have the capa-
bility to generate safe drinking water during
remote deployments, emergencies, or during
the disruption of the supply chain.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the ongoing efforts by the Depart-
ment of Defense, and specifically the United
States Special Operations Command, to ac-
quire advanced water purification systems.
The report shall include the following:

(1) The impact of potable water avail-
ability on the planning and execution of
military missions.

(2) A list of performance criteria used to
evaluate the different water purification sys-
tems such as—

(A) purity, taste, and color of the water;

(B) the length of time the purification
takes; and

(C) the ease of use of the system.

(3) An assessment of the current man-port-
able water purification technologies includ-
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ing technologies that use chemicals, forward
osmosis, and filtration.

(4) An assessment of the performance of
each system in multiple scenarios such as a
bio-terror attacks, natural disasters like
floods and hurricanes, and military oper-
ations overseas.

SA 1691. Mr. INHOFE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1390, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2010 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 270, between lines 5 and 6, insert
the following:

SEC. 838. REQUIREMENT TO BUY MILITARY
DECORATIONS, RIBBONS, BADGES,
MEDALS, INSIGNIA, AND OTHER UNI-
FORM ACCOUTERMENTS PRODUCED
IN THE UNITED STATES.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Subchapter III of chap-
ter 147 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“§2495¢c. Requirement to buy military decora-
tions, ribbons, badges, medals, insignia,
and other uniform accouterments produced
in the United States

‘‘(a) BUY AMERICAN REQUIREMENT.—A mili-
tary exchange store or other non-appro-
priated fund instrumentality of the Depart-
ment of Defense may not purchase for resale
any military decorations, ribbons, badges,
medals, insignia, or other uniform
accouterments that are not produced in the
United States. Competitive procedures shall
be used in selecting the United States pro-
ducer of the decorations.

“(b) HERALDIC QUALITY CONTROL.—NO cer-
tificate of authority issued pursuant to part
507 of title 32, Code of Federal Regulations
(or any successor regulation) for the manu-
facture and sale of any item described in sub-
section (a) by the Institute of Heraldry, the
Navy Clothing and Textile Research Facil-
ity, or the Marine Corps Combat Equipment
and Support Systems for quality control and
specifications purposes shall be permitted
unless these items are manufactured from
domestic material manufactured in the
United States.

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary of Defense
may waive the applicability of subsections
(a) and (b) on a case-by-case basis if the Sec-
retary of Defense determines that there is
not available for procurement at a reason-
able cost a satisfactory quality and suffi-
cient quantity of an item described under
subsection (a) produced in the United States.

¢(d) UNITED STATES DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘United States’ includes the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, the
United States Virgin Islands, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands,
American Samoa, and any other territory or
possession of the United States.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such subchapter
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 2495b the following new item:

¢2495c. Requirement to buy military decora-
tions, ribbons, badges, medals,
insignia, and other uniform
accouterments produced in the
United States.”.
(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
25633a(b)(1) of such title is amended—
(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ¢‘; or
and inserting a semicolon;

i)
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